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KYD, Inc. dba k. yamada distributors
~ An independent leader in packaging and wholesale distribution

P.O. BOX 29669, Honolulu, Hawaii 96820 Phone: (808) 836-3221 Fax: (808) 833-8995

TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: KYD, Inc., Dexter Yamada — President and CEO

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

KYD, Inc. would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

e Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• We would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed
to keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bifl
and as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very
effective at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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KYD, Inc. supports a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging
consumers to reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

4~i~a~
Dexte amada /
President/CEO



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLICWORKS AND SUSTAINAB1LITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY,APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Carmelita Phillips

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a lO4oId increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

/~&6



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINAB1LITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.
(~H ~

FROM: :7)(~:~-’t~C4 ~~ ~-‘L’-~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does notstate that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

4,, /
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: _____________________________

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on te the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

r
—



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: \o~U &or~C(4~’~-~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that mustbe provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend p30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY,APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM _______________________

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

Ifwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULARMEETINGCOMMITTEEMEETINGROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: L)~C4i-~2~/ fri &~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allowsome venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

(~U~t~-~



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang,Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: ~ ~!

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

Afee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKSAND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: ~-1LL(~~J Jk1KPc12’

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

Afee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKSAND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: ~O5Qi’i/~ ~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to theuse of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allowsome venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKSAND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM v~J~ (C~L~)~LJl1

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does notstate that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang,Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to theuse of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in ~J~herprices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

Ifwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allowsome venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. Afee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to ~fl: the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKSAND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: __________________

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allowsome venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely gours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUSTbe passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

Ifwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKSAND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM
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TIME: 1:00 P.M.
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Partof the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUSTbe passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKSAND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
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RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does notstate that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

(/)



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: .4 k~v~~ ~i

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

Ifwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

SH



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: V\ V~~j~U k

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: L’k,~j,k~v~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allowsome venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the numberof
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the stats bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINAB1LITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: _______________________

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allowsome venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the numberof
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

7~L



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: (~9 ~ )7~~I~vc~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to theuse of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUSTbe passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
c



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINAB1LITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: ~‘l~C~v\~-~\~((&v~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that mustbe provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
CouncilmemberAnn H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: ~‘U~’VV.t4 C~ov~y~~—

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: X’kir%~X)

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allowsome venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

,/_ ) ~12

I, ~ (~~/



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: h~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley C hang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: ~iVY~ £tvtc~LAJ ~ ~

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the stats bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.



TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKSAND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang,Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R,Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM:/~~(~(ct,cJ (~~jU

RE: Bill 10 Relating to theuse of bagsprovided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product.

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.



I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Ceferino Dupra

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer coverthe cost ofa much more expensive product

o l would ask that the fee ~IJSTbe passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in thestate bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means ofencouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lf we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Jovenclo Saquiton

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



833—8995 15:17:31 04-02-2012 1/2

TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilniember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Eric Yamada

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the indusby is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product

o I would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed bythe cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilrnember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY,APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Vivian Ho

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states thatthe
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even mare problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

Afee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Couricilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APR1L 4,2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Conrado Aldana

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and thatretailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Valerie Nakahara

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more perstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost ofother items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

PlastIc bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energyto produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

~ 1~4~’~
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Marilani Castro

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirementthat businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the costof a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



833—899S 15:18:23 04—02—2012 2/2

I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Anastacjo Santos

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags thatmust be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and thatretailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more perstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in hi~iherprices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincer ly yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Amancio Doles

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

o I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep aportion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Charig, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Amador Canosa

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and thatretailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very e~clive
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more perstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Josefino Garcia

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 104o1d increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more perstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

833—8995

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Couricilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Romeo DeLeon, Jr.

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs, The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking fora fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means ofencouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed bythe cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Peter Garcia

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more perstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the costof other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Couricilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Espirante Barit

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the feefor this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags thatmust be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer coverthe costof a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilrnember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobsyashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Leonardo Rio

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yetdoes not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. Thestate bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

• 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULARMEETINGCOMMITTEEMEETINGROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRiL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Roilan Montesines

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yetdoes not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



833—8995 15:18:23 04—02—2012 2/2

I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULARMEETINGCOMMITTEEMEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY,APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Wilfredo Fabro

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means ofencouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annuallY on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in hi~kerprices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

ifwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

L
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Corazon Urbano

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs, The state bill allows businessesto keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost ofa much more expensive product

o I would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost ofother items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

e~rz~- ~
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobsyashi, Vice Chair
Couricilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRiL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Aida Rosaldo

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation,

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores.. A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

o I would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



833—8995 15:18:23 04—02—2012 2/2

I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

£~?4d~, ~4~<’r-
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULARMEETINGCOMMITTEEMEETINGROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM:_ Exequiel Aihambra

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yetdoes not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost of a much more expensive product

o would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use ofboth paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Charig, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Couricilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Angelo Sulpico

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee far this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUSTbe passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A feeservestwo purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

o would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Couricilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Michael Fabro

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 104o1d increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags thatmust be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very e~ctive
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

~7~7
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Cour,cilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Lanbun Chun

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed bythe cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

/—,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULARMEETINGCOMMITTEEMEETINGROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Desmond Sewdat

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costofa much more expensive product

o I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retaIlers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very e~cfive
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

~ A ~r
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULARMEETINGCOMMITTEEMEETINGROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Randy Libao

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. Thestate bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumerwhich would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the indusfry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost of a much more expensive product

o l would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouragIng consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more oerstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

~
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Maxima Salapungol

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the languagestates that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation,

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer coverthe costof a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

/ &i I
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Pepito Salenga

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10$old increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

Afee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Daryl Fabro

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs, The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation,

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned,

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Zenaida Aihambra

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yetdoes not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Remedjo Falle

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even mare problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more perstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

I, /
/~
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Franklin Moux

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even mare problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge forsingle use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product

o 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lf wewant to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
-

I~r
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Edito Agustin

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

o 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APR1L4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Inocenajo Peralta

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

o Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

• 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to ~ the state bill and
as they do in Washington DCwhere fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use ofall single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more perstore annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost ofother items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goal.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councllmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMM~TEEMEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Rey Rainos

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason,

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

o Part of the reason the indus~is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags thatmust be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

• 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

IL7 ~

/
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Jose Salvador

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose ofthe legislation.

• Part ofthe reason the industry is asking for a fee is that we are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores. A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the costof a much more expensive product

• 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and thatretailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $301( more per store annuatly on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can costas much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed bythe cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,



833—8995 15:17:31 04—02—2012 1/2

TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councllmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Nestor Guevarra

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

• The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
coverthese increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
ofthe fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the industry is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost ofa much more expensive product

• 1 would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost ofother items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,

~j/,II
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councitmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEET1NG ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Darvy Berganio

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

The wording ofthis bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %ofthe fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is that the language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the indushy is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; first to reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailercover the cost of a much more expensive product

• I would ask that the fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the state bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEEONPUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULARMEETINGCOMMITTEEMEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Nancy Bajesta

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

o The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yetdoes not allow the business to keep any % of the fee to
cover these increased costs. Thestate bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

• Even more problematic is that the language does not state thatthe fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part of the reason the indushy is asking for a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in cost to provide paper bags on neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags that must be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

• I would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion of the fee, as they have been allowed to in the stab bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.



833—8995 15:18:23 04—02—2012 2/2

I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the fact that paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $30K more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the costof other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

If we want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,
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TO: COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS AND SUSTAINABILITY
Councilmember Stanley Chang, Chair
Councilmember Ann H. Kobayashi, Vice Chair
Councilmember Tom Berg
Councilmember Tulsi Gabbard
Councilmember Nestor R.Garcia

LOCATION: REGULAR MEETING COMMITTEE MEETING ROOM

DATE: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012

TIME: 1:00 P.M.

FROM: Angelo Autida

RE: Bill 10 Relating to the use of bags provided to customers.

I would like to provide the following comments:

a The wording of this bill is problematic because the language states that the
fee program establishes a requirement that businesses charge 3 cents and
then 5 cents per bag and implements very burdensome administrative
requirements yet does not allow the business to keep any %of the fee to
cover these increased costs. The state bill allows businesses to keep 20%
of the fee for this reason.

o Even more problematic is thatthe language does not state that the fee
MUST be passed on to the consumer which would allow some venues to
not charge for single use bags which defeats the purpose of the legislation.

• Part ofthe reason the industry is asking far a fee is thatwe are already
experiencing a 10-fold increase in costto provide paper bags an neighbor
island stores, A fee serves two purposes; firstto reduce the number of
bags thatmust be provided by encouraging reusable bags, and second by
helping the retailer cover the cost of a much more expensive product

• 1 would ask thatthe fee MUST be passed on and that retailers be allowed to
keep a portion ofthe fee, as they have been allowed to in the stab bill and
as they do in Washington DC where fee legislation has been very effective
at reducing the use of all single use bags.
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I. support a fee on all single use bags, as a means of encouraging consumers to
reduce the use of both paper and plastic single use bags.

A fee addresses the factthat paper bags are not more environmentally friendly
than plastic bags. Stores are on track to spend $301( more per store annually on
bag costs in counties where plastic is banned.

Without a fee on paper, a plastic bag ban bills will result in a shift to paper bags. Paper
bags can cost as much as 10 times more than plastic bags. The increased cost of
providing paper bags is absorbed by the cost of other items, resulting in higher prices
for the consumer. There is little upside for the environment.

Stores use bags as branding tools and lose money when they have to
manufacture a different bag for each county because of inconsistent rules and
regulations.

lfwe want to encourage reusable bag use, a fee is a good way to do so. A plastic bag
ban does not accomplish this goat.

Plastic bag bans do not help the environment because paper bags take more
energy to produce and recycle and generate far more pollution than plastic bags.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Sincerely yours,


